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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 
“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 


this article by appropriate legislation.” . 


{Senate Joint Resolution Number 52] 
{House Joint Resolution No. 55] 


Introduced in the Senate June 4, 1929, 
by Senazvor GERALD P. North Dakota. 
Introduced in the House May 18, 1928, 
by REPRESENTATIVE FREDERICK W. MAGRADY 
Pennsylvania. 


Elizabeth Selden Rogers, N.Y. 


Equal Rights 
Support the Treaty 


HE World Conference for Codification of International Law, to be held 
1 at The Hague in March, 1930, is of vital moment to women. For the first 

time in history a conference of governments has been called to draw up 
a code of law for the world. According to present plans, the first article of 
this code will deal with nationality. Various drafts for the article on nation- 
ality, prepared by groups of legal experts, would, if adopted, carry over into 
world law the discriminations against women now existing in the different 
systems of national law. Women will put forth their own proposal upon this 
matter which so greatly concerns them and insist that the world code of law 
be founded upon the principle of equality between men and women. 

The National Woman’s Party is supporting a proposal for a treaty drafted 
by the Nationality Committee of the Inter-American Commission of Women, 
reading as follows: 

“The contracting parties agree that from the going into effect of this treaty 
there shall be no distinction based on sex in their law or practice relating to 
nationality.” 

It is of the utmost importance that every member of the National Woman’s 
Party should help to secure support for this proposed treaty in the following 
ways: 

1. Have as many organizations as possible adopt a resolution endorsing 
the treaty and calling upon President Hoover to see that the United States 
plenipotentiaries to the conference support it. 

2. Write the President yourself and have as many others as possible write 
him endorsing the treaty and asking for his support. 

3. Send a contribution to Headquarters to help carry on this necessary 
work. 


Finally, in this connection, remember that faith without work is dead. 


Golden Age for British Women 


CCORDING to a London dispatch in the Evening Star (Washington, 
A D. C.), the English woman has almost reached her golden age, if that 

age be a time of freedom and independence, for “today there is very 
little English women cannot do. Almost every occupation from the police 
force to Parliament is open to them.” 

In England in 1921 there were 1,253 women doctors, 24 veterinary sur- 
geons, 49 architects, and 147 ministers of religion, and they have increased 
very, very greatly since. The ministry of the Established Church of England 
is about the only profession not yet open to women of Great Britain. 

Women, such as Lady Heath, air pilot; Violet Cordery, racing motorist 
and traveler, and M. B. Carstairs, of motorboat fame, testify to woman's 
prowess in the once-masculine activities on land, sea, and in the air. 

Women have become a real force in English politics, with more than 123 
women returned in the Borough of London alone in the recent municipal 
elections. Lady Astor says of the woman with the vote, “She will remake 
the machine of all parties to her own design for all her ‘unpolitical past.’ ” 

Women are succeeding in the arts and competing more and more with 
men. They have even been introduced into orchestras, and Dr. Malcolm 
Sargent, who has been conducting the British Women’s Orchestra, says he 
sees no excuse for a sex barrier in music. Women have for many years 
equaled men in numbers and talent on the stage and screen. Even smuggling 
is no longer exclusively a man’s “profession,” for a customs official discussing © 
the smuggling between England and the continent said, “Women are largely 
responsible; they are much more subtle than men in their methods.” 

In a village near Exeter, Devonshire, two women, almost unaided, have 
brought and maintained electric light for everyone, and six women in the 
last three years have hired labor and built power stations, taken electric 
light and power to the cottage homes in most of the villages in Devon. 

Bringers of light, politicians, ministers, smugglers, motorcar saleswomen, 
inventors, artists, scientists! Perhaps it was all best, summed up by Dame 
Helen Swynne Vaughn, president of the botany section of the British Asso- 
ciation, when she said, “There is no different or separate place for women. 
What is required in science is a capable mind. I am not going to say any- 
thing about women as if they were a separate kind of creature. Why should 
clever woman be talked about and singled out as if they were performing 
dogs or something?“ 
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is derived from a French word 

meaning “soldier,” and the defini- 
tion given is, “One who goes before, pre- 
paring a way for others to follow.” 
According to another authority, a pioneer 
is one who breaks limitations. Pioneer 
women, as such, have specialized in break- 
ing sex limitation. In the history of our 
own country, there are many striking ex- 
amples of pioneer women, but the time 
allotted permits me to give you only a 
few outstanding among them. I hope to 
enable you to realize how steady has been 
the progress of women toward their ulti- 
mate goal—equality. 

Pioneer women of America have broken 
sex limitations physically, intellectually, 
morally, spiritually. 

First, the pilgrim mothers, of whom 
Bradford in his “History of Plymouth 
Plantations,” wrote: 


A CCORDING to Webster, “pioneer” 


“So they left ye goodly and pleas- 
ante citie, which had been their rest- 
ing-place near 12 years, but they knew 
they were pilgrimes, and looked not 
much on those things, but lift up 
their eyes to ye heavens, their dearest 
countrie, and quieted their spirits.” 


The pilgrim mothers landed on the 
bleak shores of Massachusetts, seeking 
religious freedom. They endured the ex- 
treme hardships borne by the pilgrim 
fathers—and the “pilgrim mothers,” as 
well. 

Records show that twenty-nine women 
came over in the Mayflower—one-quarter 
of the entire list of passengers. When the 
captain offered free passage to any one 
who desired to return, none accepted. In 
that little colony was born the democratic 
spirit—the tolerance, patience, and adapt- 
ability to varied natures—on which this 
Republic was founded. Women, however, 
occupied small space in the sun in that 
period. There is no historic account of 
the individual traits of those women, al- 
though they must have influenced the af- 
fairs of their own and later generations. 
Genealogists have found it difficult to 
trace the posterity of the women of that 
day, for the reason that in the records 
of births, the male parent alone is named. 
Dr. Anna Shaw is quoted as saying that 
she “really felt that the pilgrim mothers 
should be in history, because, from the 
progress of events, there must have been 
women there.” 

I have been delighted to find in the 
public library a great many books devoted 
especially to the wonderful women of 
America. One of these, “Women In the 
Making of America,” by H. Addington 
Bruce, contains interesting anecdotes of 
the pilgrim pioneer women. He relates 
this story about Margaret Brent: 


Pioneer Women 


Speech of Mrs. Stephen Pell of New York, 
Member of the National Council of the 
National Woman's Party, from Station 
WJZ, New York, Over Coast-to-Coast 
Network of the National Broadcasting 
Company, Wednesday Afternoon, Jan. 8. 


“The first American business woman 
was Margaret Brent of Maryland. Com- 
ing to Maryland in 1638, she so gained 
the confidence of her kinsman, Governor 
Leonard Calvert, that in his will be named 
her as his sole executrix. One of her first 
acts in this capacity was to quell a bud- 
ding mutiny among Maryland’s small 
army by selling some of the State cattle 
to meet the soldiers’ arrears of pay. Lord 
Baltimore, the proprietor, severely repri- 
manded her for thus “meddling” with af- 
fairs of government, but the Assembly 
gallantly rallied to her support. Said 
they, in a joint letter to the angry pro- 
prietor: “As for Mrs. Brent’s undertaking 
and meddling with your Lordship’s estate 


here we do verily and in conscience report 


that it was better for the colony’s safety 
at that time, in her hands than in any 
man’s else in the whole province after 
your brother’s death.” The Assemblymen 
themselves frowned on her, however, when 
she appeared before them one day and 
insisted that as ‘his lordship’s attorney’ 
she be given vote and voice in the house.“ 

Mrs. Anne Hutchison of Boston was 
another fervent advocate of woman’s 
rights. Her chief claim to fame rests 


on the fact she was the forerunner of. 


an illustrious line of American women to 
champion actively the great cause of free- 
dom of thought and speech. Because of 
her independent thinking she was ban- 
ished from Rhode Island. Accompanied 
by her faithful husband she moved to a 
frontier settlement in New York. There 
she perished in an Indian massacre. 

Women in Revolutionary times acted 
heroically. Bruce tells of Mrs. Coffin of 
New Hampshire: that the time the men 
were hurrying away to Ticonderoga, in 
July, 1777, Mrs. Coffin heard that two 
soldiers who had been ordered to march 
the next morning had no shirts. She had 
a web partially woven on her loom. Seiz- 
ing her shears she cut away what she had 
woven and sitting up all night cut and 
made the two shirts ready for the men 
in the morning. Ten days later she gave 
birth to her fifth child, Thomas, and in 
a month, at the news of Bennington, her 
husband started for the campaign leaving 
to her the care of the farm and the chil- 
dren. 

Next the westward movement, the open- 
ing of the wilderness road. This move- 
ment testifies to the courage, hardihood 
and virility of the men and women of 
America. Only recently the marvelous 
deeds of those heroines of the “covered 


wagon” have been recognized by the erec- 
tion of a statue to “The Pioneer Woman,” 
by Mr. Marlin, at Ponca City, Oklahoma. 

The Civil War gave women a new oppor- 
tunity to prove anew their ability to 
“carry on ” under severe trials. Many of 
the wives accompanied their husbands 
into camp, ministering to the wounded. 
One of thesg, Mrs. Kady Brownell, was 
made color bearer of the First Rhode 
Island Infgntry. 


Mrs. Belle Reynolds went with her hus- 
band, .a lieutenant, from Illinois. She 
was finally commissioned a major by 
Governor Yates of Illinois in recognition 
of her services. 

During the Spanish-American War, 
Kathleen Coleman, a Canadian journalist 
distinguished herself as the first woman 
war-correspondent. 


During the World War, American 
women did their full share in the various 
activities, including field nursing, ambu- 
lance driving, and factory work. Through 
their efforts four billion dollars’ worth 
of Liberty bonds were sold. 

Still more recently, women channel 
swimmers and women aviators have 
helped to break the belief in physical in- 
feriority placed upon their sex. And yet 
the National Woman’s Party is trying, 
in vain, to obtain equal pay for equal 
work for men and women. | 

Second, let us consider those women 
who have proved that their sex is capable 
of supporting great moral issues. First, 
in this class, the Puritans, already men- 
tioned. Second, the Quakers. One Mary 
Dyer was first a supporter of Mrs. Hutch- 
inson. She became a convert to Quaker- 
ism and was thrown into prison for this 
heinous crime. She was released and 
banished. About two years later she was 
found visiting some Quaker prisoners in 
Boston. This time she was formally ban- 
ished with a warning that did she return 
the hanging law would be enforced 
against her. Within a month she was 
back in Boston to demand fair treatment 
for the Quakers, two of whom were lying 
under sentence of death. She was finally 
hanged. 


Then the Abolitionists, working for the 
freedom of the slaves. Noted among these 
was Harriet Beecher Stowe, author of 
“Uncle Tom’s Cabin” which had world- 
wide influence in favor of the emancipa- 
tion of the negroes. 

Sarah and Angelina Grimke, notwith- 
standing that they were born into a family 
of slave holders, and at one time owned 
slaves of their own, seem to have viewed 
slavery with abhorrence from early youth. 
They left home and moved to Philadelphia 
where they joined the Quakers and where, 
in 1836, Angelina wrote a pamphlet en- 
titled “An Appeal to the Christian women 
of the South.” It was a vigorous anti- 
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slavery document and caused a tremend- 
ous sensation. 

Julia Ward Howe gave us the “Battle 
Hymn of the Republic,” inspiring loyalty 
to the Union. 

Susan B. Anthony, Lucretia Mott, 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, and Lucy Stone 
worked simultaneously for the Temper- 
ance Reform movement and for women’s 
rights. In 1848 Lucretia Mott and Eliza- 
beth Cady Stanton called the first Equal 
Rights convention ever held in this coun- 
try at Seneca Falls, New York, to demand 
for women a complete equality with men 
before the law, and equal opportunities 
for women in every pursuit of life. I say, 
“complete equality,” and yet among the 
demands made in the “Declaration of 
Sentiments,” as originally drafted for the 
convention, the right to vote was not in- 
cluded. When Elizabeth Cady Stanton 
suggested that the right to be included, 
Lucretia Mott replied, “People will think 
thee crazy, Lizzie.” However, the resolu- 
tion was passed and, as you know, women 
agitated for over seventy years for their 
vote, To those pioneer women who worked 
with heroic devotion to secure equality in 
the franchise, the vote was only the symbol 
of Equal Rights. It gaves the women for 
the first time the means of making their 
demands but the winning of it did not 
fulfill them. 

Under the leadership of Alice Paul and 
Mrs. O. H. P. Belmont, the honored presi- 
dent of the National Woman’s Party, the 
Equal Rights idea has been carried into 
this period both nationally and inter- 
nationally. Under their leadership the 
Lucretia Mott Equal Rights Amendment 
was introduced into Congress and an 
Equal Rights Treaty presented at the 
Pan-American Conference held at Havana 
in 1928. At the conference on the Codi- 
fication of International Law, to be held 
at The Hague next March, the National 
Woman’s Party, together with women’s 
organizations in other countries, will sup- 
port the proposed treaty for equality in 
the nationality law, which reads: “The 
contracting parties agree that from the 
going into effect of this treaty, there shall 
be no distinction based on sex in their 


law or practice relating to nationality.” 

My third group comprises those pioneer 
women who have gained greater intellec- 
tual opportunities for their sex. Up to 
the end of the 17th century, in this coun- 
try, girls were not admitted to grammar 
schools, in fact, they were not expected to 
have a knowledge of anything beyond 
reading and writing. The Psalter, the 
Bible, and a primer constituted the text- 
books. With the ushering in of the 19th 
century, however, the higher education 
of women began, and in 1819 the Emma 
Willard School in Troy, N. V., was 
founded. This was quickly followed by 
other academies. 

After a long struggle, 0 women 
have gained in the educational field but 
still do not have opportunities equal to 
those of men. For instance, Harvard 
University refuses to open its law school 
to women and various colleges and edu- 
cational institutions deny to women equal 
opportunities regarding admission. Yet 
women are represented in all the profes- 
sions, arts, and sciences, in business, in 
politics, as governors, members of the na- 
tional Congress, of the Electoral College, 
State assemblies, district attorneys, U. S. 
district attorney, judges, diplomats. There 
are five women bank presidents, two wom- 
en railroad presidents, a national bank 
officered entirely by women, three women 
Nobel Prize winners, over 3,000 women 
lawyers, and preachers, 6,000 women 
bankers, brokers, building and loan offi- 
cers and insurance company officers; over 
13,000 women managers and manufactur- 


ing officers, and nearly 200,000 women 


who own and manage their own farms. 

Dr. Florence R. Sabin, distinguished 
scientist and member of the National 
Woman’s Party, was recently awarded 
the Pictorial Review prize of $5,000 in 
recognition of her being “the American 
woman who has made the most distinc- 
tive contribution to American life in the 
field of arts, letters or the sciences.” Dr. 
Sabin was a valiant worker in the woman 
suffrage campaign and is a firm believer 
in Equal Rights in every sphere of human 
activity. 

Women in industry who are working 


Equal Rights 


out universal problems of labor and who 
in increasing numbers are opposing all 
so-called protective laws for women only 
are truly pioneers. These women hold 
that whenever laws are necessary to regu- 
late the hours of workers, such laws 
should apply to both men and women and 
not to women alone. If that is done wom- 
en will not be handicapped in earning 


their livelihood. This is the stand of the 


National Woman’s Party. We are asking 
for women Equal Rights in industry and 
in the professions, equal pay in Govern- 
ment service, Equal Rights to their own 
identity after marriage, Equal Rights to 
make contracts and to own property, and 
Equal Rights for jury service. 

The fourth group includes the great 
thinkers, spiritual leaders and humani- 
tarians. In this group is Mary Baker 
Eddy, a pioneer woman in the religious 
field. She discovered Christian Science 


-and founded the Christian Science move- 


ment. Mrs. Eddy also insisted upon 
equality for men and women. In her 
eighty-sixth year she founded an inter- 
national newspaper. 

Such pioneer women have certainly 
proved their service to humanity equal 
to that of men, and yet, today, the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party is asking for Equal 
Rights in guardianship of children, an 
equal moral standard, in fact, Equal 
Rights for women with men in all laws 
and customs. 

I have only had time to give you a 
brief sketch of a few pioneer women of 
America and their achievements. They 
have followed the star which guides to 
liberty and equality, and which inspires 
the pilgrim women of today to perceive 
the solution of the problem of the sexes 
resolved into perfect unity and under- 
standing. 

We of the National Woman’s Party be- 
lieve the best method of obtaining this 
end for American women is by adding the 
Equal Rights Amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 


“Men and women shall have Equal 
Rights in the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


Another Move Toward Separate Identity 


ROM the most unexpected sources 
F sometimes comes aid in the gradual 
freeing of the married woman from 
the common law rule that the husband and 
the wife are one, and the husband is the 
one. Senator Coleman L. Blease of South 
Carolina, who on another occasion de- 
clared that he would like to repeal the 
Suffrage Amendment, has introduced a 
bill, S. 1579, to remove the common law 
disqualification of the husband or the 
wife to testify for or against the other in 
criminal prosecutions. 
Senator Blease recently read into the 
Congressional Record the following analy- 


By Ruby A. Black 


* 


sis of the existing law, the purposes of 


the bill, and the hardships of the present 
situation: 

“The purpose of the proposed act is to 
remove the common-law disqualification, 
which still pertains under the Judicial 
Code, of the husband or wife of the 
accused as a witness in criminal prosecu- 
tions. It is an enlargement of the act of 
March 3, 1887, now section 633, chapter 
17, title 28, United States Code, 1925, 
which permits the husband or wife of the 
defendant to testify in prosecutions for 


bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabita- 
tion under any statute of the United 
States. The new bill proposes to extend 
the privilege, with certain restrictions, to 
all criminal prosecutions or contempt 
proceedings under any statute of the 
United States. 

„At common law, neither a husband 
nor a wife was a competent witness for 
or against the other in any judicial pro- 
ceeding, civil or criminal, to which the 
other was a party.’ (Underhill, Crimi- 
nal Evience, 184.) 

“The doctrine extended, in criminal 
prosecutions, to where several persons, 
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jointly indicted and tried together for the 
same crime, the husband or wife of no one 
of them was a competent witness for or 
against any codefendant, and this rule 
prevails in the practice in United States 
courts to-day. (Wharton’s Criminal Evi- 
dence, 391.) xf 

“The incompetency, in so far as civil 
actions were concerned, was based pri- 
marily upon the common-law identity of 
interest in property rights existing be- 
tween the parties. At ancient common 
law the wife’s identity was so completely 
merged with that of her husband it may 
well be said that she had no separate legal 
status, and the husband and wife were 
regarded as one. The trend of modern 
thought and legislation has been to abro- 
gate the obsolete fiction of entity, par- 
ticularly by statutes in the various States, 
where the hardships occasioned by its 
obvious injustice were intolerable to an 
advancing civilization. 

“A husband’s or wife’s evidence, not 
having been admissable in the Federal 
courts at the time of the first judiciary 
act, a relaxation of the rule, confined, 
however, to civil actions, was indirectly 
brought about through the act of June 
29, 1906, now section 631, chapter 17, 
title 28, United States Code, 1925, which 
provided: 

„The competency of a witness to tes- 
tify in any civil action, suit, or proceed- 
ing in the courts of the United States 


shall be determined by the laws of the State 
or Territory in which the court is held.’ 
“The reason for the application of the 


rule in criminal actions was because it 
was believed that to permit the husband 
or wife to testify for the other would be 
to encourage the commission of perjury 
on account of interest in and bias and 
friendship for the accused; and, on the 
other hand, to recognize either as a com- 
petent witness against the other, besides 
the temptation to shield the accused, 
would likely result in serious injury to 
the harmony and happiness of the marital 
relation. Therefore the rule arose from 
consideration of public policy, having re- 
spect to the confidential nature of the 
marital relation, and the interest which 
the public have in the preservation of cun- 
fidence and domestic peace betwen hus- 
band and wife. (Greenleaf, Evidence, 
334; 2 Best, Evidence, 586; Underhill, 
Criminal Evidence, 184.) 

“The competency of a husband or wife 
as a witness, for or against the other, is 
now, to a large extent, regulated by stat- 
utes in the various States, and this is 
altogether as it should be in the Federal 
practice likewise. No valid reason or ex- 
cuse can be offered in this age of culture 
and enlightenment why the husband or 
wife of the accused should not be per- 
mitted to testify in a criminal prosecu- 
tion where one or the other is the defend- 
ant, and every consideration of justice 
and fair play impels us to the extension 


of this valuable right which will unques- 
tionably remove an obnoxious obstruc- 
tion to the discovery of truth. 


‘ i Bees proposed bill amply protects 

the personal rights of the parties 
and the sanctity of the marital relation- 
ship by providing— 

First. That the husband or wife of the 
person accused shall not be compelled to 
testify without the consent of the hus- 
band or wife, as the case may be, and that 
the refusal or failure to give such con- 
sent shall not create any presumption 
against the accused. This provision 
means imply that either the husband or 
wife is competent as a voluntary wit- 
ness, but that neither can be compelled 
to testify without the consent of the other, 
and that the refusal or failure to give 
such consent shall not operate to raise 
any presumption against the accused. 
This provision is in conformity with the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution, 
which declares that no person shall be 
compelled in any criminal case to be a 
witness against himself, and with sec- 
tion 632, chapter 17, title 28, United 
States Code, 1925, which provides that the 
refusal or failure of the accused to quali- 
fy as a witness by giving his consent shall 
not create any presumption against him. 

“Second. That neither husband nor 
wife, either voluntarily or involuntarily, 
shall be permitted as a witness to divulge 
any statements or communications made 
by one to the other during the existence 
of the marriage relation and deemed con- 
fidential at the common law. The law has 
always regarded it as extremely wise to 
encourage and sustain the high and un- 
limited confidence which should exist be- 
tween persons who bear the peculiar and 
intimate social relations of husband and 
wife, and it is not the purport of the pres- 
ent bill to disturb a policy so settled and 
salutary for the public weal, hence the 
incorporation of this provision for the 
preservation of that principle. 

“The function of judicial investigation 
is to search for the truth, and all other 
considerations in a legal trial should be 
subordinated to the establishment of the 
true facts and the application of the cor- 
rect principles of law. In the absence of 
express prohibition every fact which 
comes to the knowledge of a jury in the 
progress of a trial and which may in- 
fluence their minds is a subject of legiti- 
mate deliberation and consideration in 
arriving at their verdict. It will be ob- 
served from the outset that the disquali- 
fication of a husband or a wife as a wit- 
ness in a cause where one or the other is 
the accused is predicated solely upon the 
fact of the marriage relationship, and 
once that relationship is discovered the 
rule is automatically invoked, and no 
other consideration, however desirable or 
salutary, can operate to stay its conse- 
quences, good or bad. Now, it frequently 
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develops that the husband or wife would 
be a material witness who could throw 
light upon a vital issue where stringent 
proof of circumstances has been produced 
tending to support the charge, and the 
accused is so situated that he or she can 
not offer evidence of all the facts and cir- 
cumstances as they existed, and thus 
show, if such was the truth, that the sus- 
picious circumstances could be accounted 
for consistently with innocence. 

“The rule as it stands, occasions many 
hardships, and more frequently than oth- 
erwise abets the miscarriage of justice. 
Indeed, when the acknowledged trend 
has been to abrogate the principle in civil 
actions where at most only property 
rights are involved, by so much the 
stronger reasoning should it be relaxed 
in criminal prosecutions where the liber- 
ty and good name of the defendant are 
invariably in jeopardy and often times his 
very life is at stake. 

“The law usually determines the com- 
pentency of persons as witnesses; the 
judge ordinarily determines the admissa- 
bility of the evidence according to estab- 
lished principles; the jury always deter- 
mines the credibility to be attached to 
the testimony. Why, then, should not 
the credibility of the husband or wife be 
considered and determined by the same 
rule which applies to other witnesses sub- 
ject to the exceptions of the proposed 
act? The jury would have opportunity 
to observe such a witness’ actions, con- 
duct, and general demeanor while in the 
presence of the court; and at the same 
time the Government or the defendant 
would be permitted to produce a witness 
whose testimony would elucidate the 
whole matter. 

“The following excerpts are quoted 
from a letter on the subject of the pres- 
ent rule written during the current year 
by a prominent and distinguished lawyer 
of the State of West Virginia, which 
shows the probable reaction of the legal 
fraternity to the proposed change. 

„To my mind this rule is a relic of 
barbarism, and while I am not sure, I 
believe that is not in force in any State 
in the Union. 

“Under ordinary conditions the rule 
is vicious enough, but when applied in 
these present piping times of prohibition 
it is most cruel. I do not practice crimi- 
nal law, and have no client who is in any 
way interested, but cases have come under 
my observation in which a man charged 
with violating the prohibition law has 
found himself almost helpless. As you 
very well know, homes are being searched 
daily and possibly hourly all over the land. 
and in many, many cases by lawless, cor- 
rupt, and venal so-called prohibition offi- 
cers; Often the warrants are procured 
upon false affidavits, and when the 
searches are made, false testimony in 
many cases is used to justify what in fact 
turned out to be a futile search. 


= 
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“‘Let us imagine a case (although we 
do not need to resort to our imagination, 
because they occur in real life every day) 
where the home of a respectable citizen 
is searched, nothing found, yet the prohi- 
bition officer testifies that intoxicating 
liquors were found, and the husband, not 
present at the search, is arrested and 
tried upon the theory sustained by legal 
presumption that he, being the head of 
the household, was constructively in pos- 
session of intoxicating liquor; however, 
the wife, who was present at the search, 
would, if permitted, testify that no intoxi- 
cating liquors were found, yet the law 
does not permit her to do so. Or, let us 
imagine another case: A home is searched, 
a bottle of whisky or brandy is found in 
it, of which the husband had no knowl- 
edge. The wife has had it there for years, 
possibly, or she knows how it got there, 
and that the husband had nothing to do 
with bringing it there. Yet this vitally 
important evidence is not available on be- 
half of the husband, and as a result re- 
peatedly grave injustice follows. 

If our citizens must submit—and it 
seems that they must—to unlawful 
searches and to searches on insufficient 
evidence and upon warrants procured by 
perjury, it does seem that the least that 
can be done for the citizen whose rights 
seem to count for naught would be to 
allow the wife, who knows more about the 
contents of the home than any other living 
person, to disclose the facts upon the trial.’ 

„The following citations of reported 
cases will serve to expose the vicious ex- 
tent to which the rule is operating in the 
Federal practice: 

“‘Graves v. United States (150 U. S. 
118) is a case where the plaintiff in error 
was convicted of murder after having in- 
terposed the defense of an alibi. The 
Supreme Court of the United States, in 
reversing the judgment of the lower court 
and remanding the case for a new trial, 
held that the wife of a person accused of 
crime is not a competent witness on his 
trial, either in his own behalf or on the 
part of the Government; and a comment 
to the jury upon her absence, either as a 
witness or presence in the court room, 
permitted by the court after objection, is 
reversible error. 

“*Wesoky et al, v. United States (175 
Fed. 333) was a case where the defend- 
ants were convicted for a violation of the 
oleomargarine act of August 2, 1886, and 
the circuit court of appeals, in affirming 
the judgment of the trial court, held that 
the wife of a defendant indicted in a Fed- 
eral court, is not competent witness, cit- 
ing Graves v. United States. (150 U. S. 
141; 14 Sup. Ct. 40; 37 L. Ed. 1021.) 

„Hendrix v. United States (219 U. S. 
79) was a case where the plaintiff in error 
was convicted of murder, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in 
affirming the judgment below, held that 


there was no error in not allowing the 
wife of Hendrix to testify in his behalf 
to certain matters which it was contended 
were ‘vitally material to his defense,’ 
citing Logan v. United States (144 U. S. 
263.) 

“*Talbott v. United States (208 Fed. 
144-5) was a case where the defendant 
was convicted of violating the neutrality 
laws. In affirming the judgment of the 
trial court the circuit court of appeals 
said: ‘Under the commond law the wife 
of one of several defendants on trial at 
the same time cannot be called as a wit- 
ness for or against any of them.’ (Citing 
1 Greenleaf’s Ev. 334; Lucas v. Brooks 
(18 Wall. 436, 453); 21 L. Ed. 779; Bas- 
sett v. United States (137 U. S. 496): 11 
Sup. Ct. 165; 34 L. Ed. 762. For a case 
directly in point see Reg. v. Thompson 
(12 Cox's Criminal Cases, 202.) 

„Jin Fuey Moy v. United States (254 
U. S. 189) was a case where the plaintiff 
in error was indicted and convicted for 
violating the Harrison Antinarcotic Act. 
On appeal the court affirmed the convic- 
tion and sentence holding that the defend- 
ant’s wife is not competent to testify for 
her husband, either generally or by con- 
tradicting testimony, that certain matters 
transpired in her presence, the court say- 
ing: ‘But a single point remains—hardly 
requiring mention—the refusal to permit 
the defendant’s wife to testify in his be- 
half. It is conceded that she was not a 
competent witness for all purposes, a 
wife’s evidence not having been admissi- 
ble at the time of the first judiciary act, 
and the relaxation of the rule in this re- 
gard by 858 Rev. Stats. being confined to 
civil actions. (Logan v. United States 
(144 U. S. 263, 299-302); Hendrix v. 
United States (219 U. S. 79, 91). But, it 
is said, the general rule does not apply to 
exclude the wife’s evidence in the present 
case, because she was offered not ‘in be- 
half of her husband’—that is, not to prove 
his innocence but simply to contradict the 
testimony of particular witnesses for the 
Government who had testified to certain 
matters as having transpired in her pres- 
ence. The distinction is without sub 
stance. The rule that excludes a wife 
from testifying for her husband is based 
upon her interest in the event and applies 
irrespective of the kind of testimony she 
might give. 

„United States v. Davidson et al. (285 
Fed. 662) was a case where the defend- 
ants were indicted and convicted under a 
section of the criminal code which made 
it an offense to remove or destroy or with 
intent to remove or destroy to take and 
carry away any books, papers, document, 
or other thing filed or deposited with any 
judicial or public officer of the United 
States. On refusing a motion for new 
trial, the court said, ‘Upon the second 
question, the competency of the wife of 
David Davidson, it is well settled that the 
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wife of a defendant indicted in the Fed- 
eral court is not a competent witness. 
(Wesoky et al. v. United States (175 Fed. 
333; 99 C. C. A. 121); Graves v. United 
States (150 U. S. 118; 14 Sup. Ct. 40; 37 
L. Ed. 1021); Jin Fuey Moy v. United 
States (254 U. S. 189; 41 Sup. Ct. 98; 65 
L. Ed. 214); Logan v. United States (144 
U. S. 263; 12 Sup. Ct. 617; 36 L. Ed. 
429); Hendrix v. United States (219 U. 
S. 79; 31 Sup. Ct. 193; 55 L. Ed. 102.) 
If the defendants, as in the present case, 
are jointly indicted and jointly tried, the 
wife of one of the defendants is not a 
competent witness for either. The latter 
proposition was decided in this circuit in 
the Wesoky case, supra, where two de- 
fendants, Jacob Wesoky and Louis We- 
soky, were tried together, the opinion be- 
ing filed by Judge Buffington. See, also, 
Talbott v. United States (208 Fed. 144; 
125 C. C. A. 360; 1 Greenleaf’s Evidence 
334; Chamberlayne Ev. 3656.)’ 

“ ‘Haddad v. United States (294 Fed. 
537) was a case where the defendant 
was indicted and convicted on two 
counts, one charging intent to violate 
the national prohibition act and the other 
to defraud the United States in the pos- 
session and sale of alcohol, ostensibly 
procured for the manufacture of an 
alleged medicine, but in fact sold for 
beverage purposes. The circuit court of 
appeals, sixth circuit, in sustaining the 
conviction and sentence, held that the 
wife of one defendant is not a competent 
witness for the defense in a criminal trial, 
saying ‘That the court rightly excluded 
as a witness the wife of another defend- 
ant on trial.’ (Graves v. United States, 
150 U. S. 120, 121, 14 Sup. Ct. 40, 37 L. 
Ed. 1021; Hendricks v. United States, 
219 U. S. 79, 91, 31 Sup. Ct. 193, 55 L. 
Ed. 102; Jin Fuey Moy v. United States, 
245 U. S. 189, 195, 41 Sup. Ct. 98, 65, L. 
Ed. 214; Wesoky v. United States (C. 
C. A. 3), 175 Fed. 333, 99 C. C. A. 121, 
Talbott v. United States (C. C. A. 5), 208 
Fed. 144, 145, 125 C. C. A., 360.) 

“The foregoing facts, arguments, and 
cases demonstrate clearly that the pres- 
ent rule should be modified for the pro- 
motion of justice by the passage of the 
proposed act, and in conclusion let it not 
be forgotten that— 

“A theory based on the qualities of an 
object will prevent its being unfolded 
according to its objects; and he who 
arranges topics in reference to their 
causes will cease to value them accord- 
ing to their results. Thus the jurispru- 
dence of every nation will show that when 
law becomes a science and a system it 
ceases to be justice. The errors into 
which a blind devotion to principles of 
classification has led the common law 
will be seen by observing how often the 
legislature has been obliged to come for- 
ward to restore the equity its scheme had 
lost.’——Landor.” 
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HE Woman’s 
The Statua of Bureau of the 
Women Department of La- 
Evening World, bor has just dis- 
New York, covered that the lot 


of American women 
is growing harder 
day by day. This may astonish not a few 
of the women, especially the grandmothers 
and even the mothers who are prone to 
look upon the lot of their daughters as 
altogether delightful compared with that 
which was theirs. The purport of this 
report is that economic conditions are 
forcing women to work, even marriage 
failing to relieve them of the obligation ; 
and that a double standard of wages is 
the discrimination that makes their lot 
so hard. 

Conceding that the woman who does the 
same work as a man and does it as well 
is economically entitled to a reward as 
great, one wonders if all the women who 
work today are really driven to it by 
economic necessity. Many are, no doubt. 
But how many prefer the kind of work 
they do, which brings wages, to the house- 
hold drudgery lasting from dawn to bed- 
time to which their mothers were sub- 
jected, and without pay? How many 
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work to get the luxuries their mothers 


did without? How many because of the 
venturesome spirit which makes the se- 
clusion of the home seem like that of a 
prison? 

The report makes much, too, of the pass- 
ing of “chivalry.” True it is that the in- 
undation of women into business and in- 
dustry has rubbed the gloss off chivalry, 
but do the women mind? The Woman’s 
Party hates this “chivalry.” It merely 
demands “rights’—and Equal Rights. 
And then, too, we sometimes wonder if the 
old-fashioned “chivalry” was not a good 
deal of buncombe. It went with the day 
of the clinging vine, the shrinking violet, 
when kissing finger tips was thought a 
sufficient reward for services rendered. 


London Girl Workers 


GREAT majority of the estimated 
260,000 London girls, between the 
ages of 15 and 20 years, work, according 
to the Washington Evening Post, 200,000 
are employed and about half of the re- 
mainder do domestic work in their own 
homes, leaving 30,000 to attend school and 
college. 
Of the 200,000 workers, 30,000 are milli- 
ners, dressmakers, or engaged in textile 


work, and 30,000 are domestic servants. 
There are 16,000 shop assistants, 2,500 
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Perhaps the women of today can get along 
without it, taking care of themselves and 
in most cases doing a better job than the 
men did for them in the old days when 
ladies sat on cushions, and just sat and 
sat. 


HE old question 

whether women 
are people may nev- 
er be answered to 
the satisfaction of 
the women, but, people or no, they are 
giving increasing proof that they are citi- 
zens. Yesterday two reports of their de- 
sire and ability to play a responsible part 
as members of the body politic were 
printed. One was the announcement 
made by Harold Fields of the League for 
American Citizenship concerning aliens 
who want to become citizens. Men still 
outnumber women seeking citizenship, 
but their numbers are decreasing, while 
more women have applied every year dur- 
ing the last five. In 1924 only 9 per cent. 
of all those awarded final papers were 
women. Twenty-five per cent. of the suc- 
cessful applicants last year were women. 
Mr. Fields believes that the steady in- 
crease in the number and proportion of 
women is due to “an increasing awareness 
of the rights which were granted them in 
their own name when the Cable law went 
into effect in 1922.” Credit for the dis- 
semination of information spurring them 
to aspire to citizenship must be given to 
many private and public agencies— 
churches, educational groups, industry, 
which often discourages aliens, and the 
Foreign Education Division of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Education. Women are 
eager in absorbing what these agencies 
offer, through the press, radio and adver- 
tisements. 

A dispatch from Washington announces 
that Mr. Stepart, director of the Census, 
is appointing many women to important 
positions for the taking of the 1930 census. 


Women Citizens 
New York Times, 
December 30, 1929. 


Feminist Notes 


telegraph and telephone girls and 1,500 
doing entertainment work. Professional 
occupations in London absorb about 4,000 
girls from 15 to 20 years of age. 


From Many Countries 
OMEN from all over the world come 
to the United States to study and 
attend women’s colleges. 

Smith College alone has now enrolled 
fourteen foreign students, representing 
ten countries—Russia, China, England, 
Germany, Porto Rico, Holland, Spain, 
France, Greece, and Scotland. 
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Ten years ago was the first time a woman 
held the position of census supervisor in 
this country. Altogether there were five 
women supervisors in 1920. According 
to the director, the work requires a high 
order of executive ability, and they per- 
formed it so satisfactorily that he was 
convinced there must be many other 
women who should receive similar ap- 
pointments this year. He has already se- 
lected twenty-four because of the efficiency 
shown by the first five, and contemplates 
the appointment of several others. In ad- 
dition to this valuable work, there will be 
many jobs of less prominence for women. 
They will do much of the house-to-house 
canvassing, and a large share of the 
clerical work will fall to them. 


RENTON, N. J., 

Jan. 9.— Women 
teachers who are 
married found a 
friend today in Dr. 
Charles H. Elliott, 
State Commissioner 
of Education, who, 
in a decision di- 
rected to the Gloucester City School 
Board, ordered that discrimination 
against them be stopped. 

The charge that they were being un- 
fairly treated was made to Dr. Elliott by 
ten married women, all of whom are teach- 
ers in the Gloucester city schools. They 
contended that their salaries had not been 
advanced to the extent of that of other 
teachers of the same rating. 

Dr. Elliott ordered that the appealing 
teachers be paid for the school year be- 
ginning September 1 upon the same basis 
as Other teachers of similar ability and 
doing like work in the school system. 

Dr. Elliott held that there was illegal 
discrimination as to sex. This conclusion 
he based on a salary rise granted to a 
married man and denied to married 
women. 


Win Discrimination 
Plea; Gloucester 
(N, J.) Married 
Women Teachers 
Get Pay Raise 

New York Times, 
January 10, 1930. 


Women Soldiers 


HE Soviet Government which has long 

admitted women to join and serve in 
special units of the Red Army, are now 
going to give them advanced instruction 
in warfare. 


The Revolutionary War Council has de- 
cided to allow women between the ages 
of 18 and 23 to enter military academies 
to receive instructions in rifle and artil- 
lery fire, aviation, photography, communi- 
cations and medical service. 
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For Removing Sex Bar 


Al BAHADUR SARAT CHANDRA 
ROY, a member of the Behar (India) 
Legislative Council, is urging the removal 
of sex disqualification so that women may 
be elected or nominated to serve on the 
council. He intends to introduce such a 
resolntion at the next session of the coun- 
cil. 

The women in Behar have only recent- 
ly received the franchise, and they are 
much encouraged by this masculine aid 
to their further progress. 


Women Voters Join Movement 


HE National League of Women 
Voters has urged the State Depart- 
ment to appoint women to the United 
States delegation to The HagueConference 
on the Codification of International Law. 


Several problems of great importance 
to women, particularly the question of 
nationality will be brought up at the 
conference. 

In the communication which the League 
sent to the State Department the last 
of November, it declares that a woman's 


Equal Rights 


nationality should not be determined by 
marital status alone, or by a change in 
the nationality of her husband. The 
letter reads: 

“The nationality of a woman should not 
be changed without her consent except 
under circumstances which would operate 
to change the nationality of a man with- 
out his consent.” 

The League wants women represented 
at the conference in a degree proportion- 
ate to their concern in the questions to 
be raised. 


News from the Field 


Branches Discuss Nationality 


ARIOUS branches of the National 
Woman’s Party are planning meet- 
ings in the near future to discuss the 
nationality of women, now such an urgent 
and immediate question on account of its 
consideration at the World Conference on 
the Codification of International Law to 
be held at The Hague in March. 


The Michigan State Branch will hold 
a meeting on January 23 to discuss this 
subject. Florence Bayard Hilles of Dela- 
ware, a vice-chairman of the National 
Council, will go to Detroit to address the 
meeting. 


Mabel Vernon will go to Syracuse, New 
York, to speak at the first of a series of 
Sunday salons to be held by the Syracuse 
Branch. Mrs. Lieber Whittic is arrang- 
ing the meetings. Miss Vernon will speak 
on nationality there. 


Miss Vernon also spoke on nationality 
before the Women’s Civic Club of Mer- 
chantville, New Jersey, on January 17. 


The National Council met at Alva Bel- 
mont House in Washington, D. C., on 
January 10 to lay out the plans for the 
campaign for having the plenipotentiaries 
of the United States to the conference in- 
structed in favor of a nationality conven- 
tion in which men and women will be 
guaranteed Equal Rights to their citizen- 
ship. 


Mrs. Irwin Next on Radio 


NEZ HAYNES IRWIN, author and 

Feminist, will be the next speaker on 
the Woman’s Party radio program. Mrs. 
Irwin, an associate editor of Equa. 
Ricuts, will speak on “Women Writers” 
on January 22. 


Senator Key Pittman of Neveda spoke 
on “Women in Aviation” on January 15. 


All programs are from 5 to 5.15 P. M., 
Eastern standard time, and over the coast- 
to-coast hook-up of the National Broad- 
casting Company. 


Finance Chairman Visits 

LORENCE BAYARD HILLES of 
Delaware, finance chairman of the 
National Woman’s Party, visited National 
Heaquarters on January 9 and 10 to con- 
sult with Mrs. Harvey Wiley, chairman 
of the National Council, Mrs. Richard 
Wainwright, house chairman, and to at- 
tend the meeting of the National Council. 


Social Activities at Headquarters 
RS. PAUL LINEBARGER has ac- 
cepted the chairmanship of social 
activities at Alva Belmont House, head- 
quarters of the National Woman’s Party. 
Mrs. Linebarger is from California, and 
her husband was formerly a United States 
judge in China. 

Sue and Beulah Parry of Riverton, New 
Jersey, relatives of Alice Paul, were 
guests of honor at a tea at Alva Belmont 
House on January 10. Sara P. Grogan 
was hostess. 

A tea in honor of Mrs. Harvey Wiley, 
newly elected chairman of the National 
Council, wilh be given on Tuesday, Janu- 
ary 28. Officers of organizations in Wash- 
ington, D. C., to which Mrs. Wiley be- 
longs and in which she has held various 
offices, have been invited to the function. 
Mrs. Wiley has always held an important 
place in the club life of the National 
Capital. 


Two Million Dollar Fund 


Treasurer’s Report 
EMMA WOLD, Treasurer 
NETTIE TRAIL, C. P. A., Auditor 


ECEIPTS collected by National Head- 
quarters, December 7, 1912, to De- 
cember 15, 1929, $1,646,109.51. 
Contributions, membership and other 
receipts, December 15 to 31, 1929: 


Mrs. Marie Sweet Smith, N. 12... 3.00 
Mrs. Ernest 1.00 
3.00 
25.00 
Mrs. Victor duPont, Bei 25.00 
Mrs. Emma P. Faris, Kann 5.00 
Mrs. Mary McGlone, r 2.00 
Pennsylvania Branch Headquarters’ share of 
dues (Branch retaining all dues in excess 
of 25 cents): 
Mre. George D. 25 
25 


Miss Anna Pennypa cker 25 
Mrs. James D. Winsor... 25 
Mira. BM. N. . . . . . .. 25 
Dr. Ruth W. Lathro 28 
Mrs. Ruth M. Billikopt a 25 
25 
28 
Mrs. R. 25 
Miss Pauline — C 25 
25 
.25 
28 
Dr. Cornelia B. Ing lis 25 
28 
Mrs. Pope LTeatma nn 25 
Miss Martha Johnston 25 
Mrs. William M. Barnes. 25 
25 
Miss Elfrieda M. Klaude rr 25 
25 
28 
25 
.25 
25 
25 
Miss Caroline Katsen stein 
Miss Louise F. Strittmater, N. JJ. 2.00 
Miss Wann Spruance, Del. 10. 
Mrs. Annie M. Taylor, Md. 5. 
̃ 10.00 
Miss Daisy Gordon Rose, Mig 3.00 
Mrs. Florence C. Drake, 1.00 
District of Columbia 31.00 
New York City Committee, N. T. (dues of 
Industrial Council members) : 
25 
25 
Mrs. A. Hergenr other. 25 
25 
Mrs. 25 
25 
Miss Margaret A. Murra gg 25 
25 
̃ · 25 
25 
25 
25 
Sale of tickets for International Dinner 16.00 


Total receipts, December 15 to we 1929........ $289.82 
Total receipts, December 7, 1912, to De- 
cember 31, 1929 


D. C. Committee Meets 

HE executive committee of the Dis- 

trict of Columbia Branch met with 
the chairman, Mrs. Emile Berliner, at her 
apartment in the Wardman Park Hotel, 
on January 13 to discuss the work of the 
Branch, including its part in the cam- 
paign to bring about equality in national- 
ity laws by international agreement. 
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